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All Participants: 


Status of Application: 






(1) Theresa T. Snider 
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(2) Michael Lasky. 
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Date of Interview: 10 November 2004 


Time: 







Type of Interview: 

[3 Telephonic 

□ Video Conference 

□ Personal (Copy given to: □ Applicant □ Applicant's representative) 
Exhibit Shown or Demonstrated: □ Yes 13 No 

If Yes, provide a brief description: 

Part I. 

Rejection(s) discussed: 

N/A 

Claims discussed: 

N/A 

Prior art documents discussed: 

N/A 

Part II. 

SUBSTANCE OF INTERVIEW DESCRIBING THE GENERAL NATURE OF WHAT WAS DISCUSSED" 

See Continuation Sheet 

Part III. 
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Continuation of Substance of Interview including description of the general nature of what was discussed" Examiner 
?5 ed w,th Mr - L f k V that ^en though the cover sheet(PTO-326) of the Final R^^SS^t'^Z 
rejection was a non-final rejection, it should be considered and treated as a FINAL re ection because il was stated to 
be a final rejection in the last paragraph of the rejection. "ejeciion Decause it was stated to 



